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Commissioner for Patents 
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Alexandria, Virginia 223 1 3- 1 450 
Dear Sir: 

REPLY BRIEF 

In this appeal, claims 1, 2, 6, and 8-13 are at issue substantively. Claims 3-5 and 7 have 
been objected to, and claim 18 has now been allowed. The Examiner has rejected claims 1, 6, 
and 8-13 under § 102(b) as being anticipated by Ruggierei et al. U.S. Patent No. 4,365, 590; and 
has rejected claims 1, 2, 6, and 8-13 under § 102(b) as being anticipated by Ziegler U.S. Patent 
No. 2, 220,436. Each of these references and the arguments made with respect to them by the 
Examiner in her brief are addressed separately below. 

THE RUGGIERI ET AL. REJECTION 

While the Applicant agrees with the Examiner that the door 26 of Ruggieri et al. has a 
defined width, the Applicant does not agree that Fig. 3 of that reference illustrates that the door is 
completely located within the perimeter of the frame and therefore must inherently include a 
cavity. Instead, as the Examiner has indicated, the door is flush with the perimeter of the frame- 
there is no cavity in the frame of the Ruggieri et al. structure to receive the bottom portion of the 
door 26. Instead, the door abuts partition wall 34. In fact, the Ruggieri et al. specification says 



